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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8, 9-10, 12 and 20, 22-25 and 29 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Peck et al. (2003/0038842). 

Claims Peck 



1. A signals intelligence analysis 
method, comprising the steps of: 
storing a library of iconic 
representations of solution 
fragments in a memory; 

placing said iconic representations 
in a graphical user interface; 

connecting said iconic 
representations with one or more 
data pathways to graphically 
define flow of data between the 
solution fragments and to 
represent a solution; 

converting said iconic 
representations and said one or 
more data pathways displayed in 
said graphical user interface into a 
behavioral representation of said 
solution; and 



See the title, abstract, sects. 0013 
and 0037. 



See sect. 0016. 



See sects. 0025 and 0033. 



See sects. 0026 and 0030.. 



using said behavioral 



See again the abstract. 
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representation to configure a 
reconfigurable platform. 

2. The method of claim 1 , 
0054. 

wherein at least one of said one 
or more data pathways includes 
event trigger information. 

3. The method of claim 1 , 
wherein said step of converting 
further comprises the steps of 
preparing, based on said iconic 
representations and said one or 
more data pathways, a high-level 
database corresponding to said 
solution; and 

translating said database into 
said behavioral representation. 



5. The method of claim 1 , 
further comprising the step of 
combining said behavioral 
representation with one or more 
additional behavioral 
representations of one or more 
additional solutions to prepare a 
single monolithic block of code. 

6. The method of claim 5, 
further comprising the step of 
supplying said block of code to a 
compiler for said reconfigurable 
platform, said compiler preparing 
a binary download file based on 
said block of code, wherein said 
download file is target specific to 
said reconfigurable platform. 



8. The method of claim 6, 
wherein said reconfigurable 
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See the sensor or actuator in sect. 



See the rejection of claim 1 . 



See the converting step above. 



See sect. 0064. 



See sect. 0017. 
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platform is remote from said 
memory. 

9. The method of claim 8, 
wherein said step of converting 
occurs at a first host workstation, 
and wherein a second host 
workstation of said 
reconfigurable platform includes 
replicate harware of said first 
host workstation. 

1 0. The method of claim 1 , See the rejection of claim 1 . 
wherein said behavioral 

representation is a behavioral 
model of said solution. 



12. The method of claim 1 , See sect. 0026. 

wherein said solution fragments 
are used for detecting patterns 
in images. 

Claims 20, 22-25 and 29 are rejected as claim 1 . It is not clear how disallowing 
combinations provide for enabling generation of icons. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims4,7, 11, 13-19, 21, 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Peck in view of the applicant's choice of merely selecting 
representation format, parallel hardware and data encryption. 
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Claims 



Peck 



4. The method of claim 1 , 
wherein said behavioral 
representation is in RTL format. 



The specific representation format 
is considered a choice of design 
And therefore, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to 
utilize the RTL format in Peck's 
system for its inherent features. 



7. The method of claim 6, 
wherein said step of using causes 
said reconfigurable platform to 
perform a solution in parallel 
hardware. 



person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to utilize the 
feature in Peck's system to improve 
reconfiguration time. 



It is also considered a choice of 
design to configure a program to 
execute in parallel and therefore 
it would have been obvious to a 



1 1 . The method of claim 1 , 
wherein said solution fragments 
are used for encryption or 
decryption of data. 



It is also considered a choice of 
design to encrypt data when 
security is a concern to ensure 
That data tampering does not occur. 



Claims 13-15, and 19 are rejected as claim 1 above and further in view the 
applicant's choice of buffering data to control transfer speed, and therefore frequency. 

In reference to claim 16, see the rejection of claim 7. 

As per claims 17-18, 26-27, the type of hardware selected for use is also 
considered a choice of design. 

Claim 21 is rejected as claim 4. 

In reference to claim 28, see the rejection of claims 1 1 . 
5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John Chavis whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3720. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9:00am-5:30pm, EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kakali Chaki can be reached on (571 ) 272-3719. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JC 




John Chavis 

Primary Examiner AU-2193 



